L>ear Hal, 3/13/89 

%{ity response to and thimka for your speedy 3/l1 . 1*11 forward the , rtiole, 

thanks* 

I do not remember hearing that McCarthy was tarsetting on EHJ but in those days 
I was nor than fully occupied getting the farm going so I could easily have missed it* 
Kind of this he and his Judonrat could have thought of and enjoyed. Snd I never heard 
of Merritt lifton. However, if EHJ had gone after I'IcCarthy X am inlcined to thing McC 
would have retaliated in some way* Cohn, too. 

^iless the archivist is really slipping I tliink this and any special trip by 
noovdtf would stick in mind. I do not see Hoover making any special trip. -Perhaps if lie 
was close by, but even then he and his Ixonchos always wondered if thev would help anyone 
°y going afte • them, from the publicity, etc. 

I’ve heard nothing from Prouty or Navasky and I am not inclined to believe that 
i'iavasky will W 2 int to publish any such article a3 Prouty proposed. However, my letter 
after I saw Kopkind’s may esabnrrass them enough so that they might feel they have to 
do what }>routy offered. 

- know of no position or other papers after the Moscow ^uba conference* X heard 
there is to be another such confab here, Ivy Loague, I asked Scott Armstrong to send me 
anything lie could and he’s been silent. 

On the Folk request, the agencies are required to specify which exemptions they 
claim to withhold and with EHJ they could be malcing phony claims, including to privacy. 
hi3 ends with death so if you are asked to give advice, and that is. the claim made 
all that is necessary is to provide proof of death and a stoiy is OK for that. Thev 
use a "national security" claim ftften to hide t eir informers if they claim they have 
a security interest, it is bl * They also claim 7I> for this. The requester ought have 
not too much difficulty spiraling sich claims. 

I an not inclined to credit the woman’s claim that the FBI was following her 
merely because she was writing a book on EHJ and they oaklinarily are not that incompetent 
when they shadow. Not important enough for them to do it. 

X have not seen and don t ant to see Lif ton’s video, fte is a persuasive fakir 
and ripoff srtist. There is nothing new in his book^, except the misrepresentations he did 
not stool from *red n ewcorab and what he stole from * ed is the only thing those familiar 
with the literature might believe might have originated with iifton. 

x do not remember hairing of Revelations or the company that prints it. 

Elmer did consider himself a liberal so what you r port is not out of 

keeping. 

Ry*in can t have a "close friendship" with ^erts now because he died some time ago. 

On the possibility that McC was going after EHJ and had let it be known, X think it 
might be in the Times index if he had let it be known. He would more likely linve leaked 
to Hear&t. 

Please excuse the haste, getting too far behind. 

•^est, 



